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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the following informalities: claim 3 contains 
the typographical error "comprising-", examiner suggest replacing with "comprising:". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-18, 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rodriguez et al. (United States Patent Application Publication 2002/0168178) in 
view of Blonstein et al. (United States Patent 5,978,043), herein after referenced as 
Rodriguez and Blonstein respectively. 

Regarding claim 1, Rodriguez discloses "accessing data specifying a set of 
channels" ([0136], [0137]), 

"caching data for selected channels simultaneously" [0099]. 

"selecting channels for which to cache data from the set of channels..." ([0136], 

[0137]). 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "selecting channels ... from the set of channels based 
on the prioritization". 
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Blonstein discloses "channels ... from the set of channels based on the 
prioritization" [Col. 12 lines 48-58, i.e. Blonstein teaches prioritizing favorite channels]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rodriguez by specifically providing prioritization of 
favorite channels, as taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of allowing the user to further 
rank their favorite channels. 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "accessing data specifying a prioritization of the set of 
channels". 

Blonstein discloses "accessing data specifying a prioritization of the set of 
channels" [Col. 12 lines 48-58, i.e. Blonstein accesses data specifying a prioritization of 
a set of channels as evidence by the fact that one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the system processor would have to access a list detailing the position 
of the channels in the favorites listing). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rodriguez by 
specifically providing accessing data specifying a prioritization of the set of channels, as 
taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of allowing the user to further rank their favorite 
channels. 

Regarding claim 2, Rodriguez discloses that "the set of channels are favorite 
channels" ([0136], [0137]). 

Regarding claim 3, Rodriguez discloses "performing a video operation to allow 
viewing the data after completion of the caching of the data" [0084]. 



Application/Control Number: 10/645,790 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2623 

Regarding claim 4, Rodriguez discloses "receiving a switch operation from a first 
channel for which data is being cached to a second channel for which data is not being 
cached; and in response to the switch operation, de-allocating the data for the first 
channel" [0110]. 

Regarding claim 5, Rodriguez discloses that "the first channel is a non-favorite 
channel" ([0136], [0137], i.e. Rodriguez teaches that a favorite channel list can be 
employed as a controlling rule for which a favorite channel will be given priority over a 
non-favorite channel). 

Regarding claim 6, Rodriguez discloses "receiving a switch operation from a first 
channel to a second channel, wherein data is being cached for both the first and second 
channels; and in response to the switch operation, maintaining the data that is being 
cached for the first channel" [0099]. 

Regarding claim 7, Rodriguez discloses that "the first channel is a favorite 
channel" ([0136], [0137], i.e. Rodriguez teaches that a favorite channel list can be 
employed as a controlling rule for which a favorite channel will be given priority over a 
non-favorite channel). 

Regarding claim 8, Rodriguez discloses that "the selecting the channels further 
comprises selecting a second channel with highest priority of the channels that are not 
being cached; and the caching the data further comprises using the caching capabilities 
from the first channel to cache the data for the second channel" [0121]. 

Regarding claim 9, Rodriguez discloses "receiving a request to cache data for a 
first channel for which data is not being cached; selecting a second channel with the 
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lowest priority to remove caching capabilities from; and reassigning the caching 
capabilities to satisfy the request to cache data for the first channel" ([0145], i.e. 
Rodriguez teaches that buffer durations are a controlling rule for which to buffer a 
channel. When a channel is switched, it is determined if the previous channel buffer 
durations are greater than a threshold and if not then the resources are de-allocated 
from a previous and allocated the new channel). 

Regarding claim 10, Rodriguez discloses "a memory unit [Fig. 3A El. 349]"; and 
a processor coupled to the memory unit" [Fig. 3A El. 344], the processor for executing a 
set of instruction for caching data from multiple channels simultaneously" [0049], 

"accessing data specifying a set of channels" ([0136], [0137]), "selecting 
channels for which to cache data from channels selected for viewing" ([0137], i.e. the 
user can select a favorite channel to view which in turn will be cached), "caching data 
for selected channels simultaneously" [0099], 

"selecting channels for which to cache data from the set of channels..." ([0136], 
[0137]). 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "selecting channels ... from the set of channels based 
on the prioritization". 

Blonstein discloses "channels ... from the set of channels based on the 
prioritization" [Col. 12 lines 48-58, i.e. Blonstein teaches prioritizing favorite channels]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rodriguez by specifically providing prioritization of 
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favorite channels, as taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of allowing the user to further 
rank their favorite channels. 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "accessing data specifying a prioritization of the set of 
channels". 

Blonstein discloses "accessing data specifying a prioritization of the set of 
channels" [Col. 12 lines 48-58, i.e. Blonstein accesses data specifying a prioritization of 
a set of channels as evidence by the fact that one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the system processor would have to access a list detailing the position 
of the channels in the favorites listing). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rodriguez by 
specifically providing accessing data specifying a prioritization of the set of channels, as 
taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of allowing the user to further rank their favorite 
channels. 

Regarding claims 11-14, claims 11-14 are interpreted and thus rejected for the 
reason set forth above in the rejection of claims 4, 6, 8, 9, respectively. Claims 4, 6, 8, 
9 describe a method of caching data from multiple channels simultaneously and claims 
11-14 describe an electronic device implementing the method. Thus, claims 11-14 are 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 15, Rodriguez discloses that "the electronic device is a set-top 
box device [Fig. 3A, El. 16] and wherein the set of channels are favorite channels" 
([0136], [0137]). 
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Regarding claim 16, Rodriguez discloses "a plurality of tuners [Fig. 3A El. 345]; a 
memory storage device couple to said plurality of tuners [Fig. 3A El. 373]; and a 
processor [Fig. 3A El. 344] for selecting a first set of channels in response to viewing 
requests and for assigning a first set of tuners thereto" [0049], 

"said processor is also for selecting a second set of channels based on said list 
of channels and for assigning a second set of tuners thereto" ([0049], [0137]), 

"said memory storage device simultaneously caches outputs of said first and 
second set of tuners" [0085]. 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "a memory-stored list of channels having a channel 
ordering". 

Blonstein discloses "a memory-stored list of channels having a channel ordering" 
([Col. 12 lines 48-58], i.e. Blonstein inherently discloses a memory-stored list as 
evidenced by the fact that the system would need to retain a list of the favorite channels 
listing with their respective ranking order so that it could be retrieved at a later time). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rodriguez by specifically providing a memory-stored list 
of channels having a channel ordering, as taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of 
allowing the processor retrieve the favorites listing with their respective ranking. 

Regarding claim 17, Rodriguez discloses "said list of channels is a favorite 
channels list" ([0136], [0137]). 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "said channel ordering is a priority ordering of said 
favorite channels list". 
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Blonstein discloses "said channel ordering is a priority ordering of said favorite 
channels list" [Col. 12 lines 48-58]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rodriguez by 
specifically providing the channel ordering is a priority ordering of said favorite channels 
list, as taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of allowing the user to further rank their 
favorite channels. 

Regarding claim 18, Rodriguez discloses "a remote entry device" [Fig. 3A El. 

380]. 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "said favorite channels list and said channel ordering 
are obtained from said remote data entry device". 

Blonstein discloses "said favorite channels list and said channel ordering are 
obtained from said remote data entry device" [Col. 1 1 lines 22-30]. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Rodriguez by specifically providing said favorite channels list and said channel 
ordering are obtained from said remote data entry device, as taught by Blonstein, for the 
purpose of allowing the user the convenience as accessing and modifying lists 
remotely. 

Regarding claim 20, Rodriguez discloses "said processor is also for altering said 
first and second set of channels in response to a channel change request regarding a 
channel to be viewed" ([0049], [0121], [0109]-[01 18], i.e. The processor makes a 
determination as to whether or not the selected channel takes precedence and if it 
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should de-allocate resources from a previous channel and allocate it to the current 
channel). 

Regarding claim 21, Rodriguez fails to disclose that "said processor alters said 
second set of channels in response to a change in said channel ordering". 

Blonstein discloses that "said processor alters said second set of channels in 
response to a change in said channel ordering" ([Col. 1 1 lines 23-30, Col. 12 lines 48- 
58, i.e. Blonstein teaches that the user can modify their favorites list. Furthermore, one 
of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that a users favorite channels list can change 
over time and therefore they could modify the list to reflect their current preferences and 
rankings). 

Regarding claim 22, Rodriguez discloses "said list of channels is a favorite 
channels list" ([0136], [0137]). 

Rodriguez fails to disclose "said channel ordering is a priority ordering of said 
favorite channels list". 

Blonstein discloses "said channel ordering is a priority ordering of said favorite 
channels list" [Col. 12 lines 48-58]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Rodriguez by 
specifically providing the channel ordering is a priority ordering of said favorite channels 
list, as taught by Blonstein, for the purpose of allowing the user to further rank their 
favorite channels. 
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Claim 19, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rodriguez in view of Blonstein and in further view of Ahn (United States Patent 
Application 2003/0030755), herein after referenced as Ahn. 

Regarding claim 19, Rodriguez fails to disclose "a first channel selected for 
viewing on a main screen of said display device; and second channel for viewing as a 
picture-in-picture window on said display device". 

Ahn discloses "a first channel selected for viewing on a main screen of said 
display device; and second channel for viewing as a picture-in-picture window on said 
display device" [0026]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Rodriguez and 
Blonstein by specifically providing a first channel selected for viewing on a main screen 
of said display device; and second channel for viewing as a picture-in-picture window on 
said display device, as taught by Ahn, for the purpose of allowing the user to view two 
channels on the same screen. 

Regarding claim 23, Rodriguez fails to disclose "said plurality of tuners is also for 
providing picture-in-picture capabilities for output to a display device". 

Ahn discloses "said plurality of tuners is also for providing picture-in-picture 
capabilities for output to a display device" [0026]. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the combination of Rodriguez and Blonstein by specifically providing a plurality of tuners 
for providing picture-in-picture capabilities for output to a display device, as taught by 
Ahn, for the purpose of allowing the user to view two channels on the same screen. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALEXANDER Q. HUERTA whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 270-3582. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F(Alternate Fridays Off) 
7:30-5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Alexander Q Huerta 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2623 



April 23, 2008 



/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



